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duced from all sorts of "general concepts" of law? Or should we seek an answer in the historical and economic study of the national movements?
It is not sui-prising that Messrs. the Semkovskys, Lieb-mans and Yurkeviches ddd not even think of raising this question, limiting themselves1 merely to sineeriiig about the "obscurity" of the Marxist program, apparently not knowing in their simplicity that self-determination of nations is dealt with not only in the Russian program of 1903, but also in the resolution of the London International Congress of 1896 (with which I shall deal in detail in thie proper place). Much more surprising is the fact t!h!a,1; Rosa Luxemburg, who declaims a great deal about the alleged) abstract and metaphysical [nature of the point in question should herself 'succumb to the sin of abstraction and metaphysics. It is Rosa Luxemburg (herself who is continually straying into generalities about self-determination  (including the very amulsing disquisition on the question of how the will of the nation is to be a&cerfalined), without anywhere clearly and precisely asking herself whether the crux of the issue lies in juridical definitions or in the experience of the national movements throughout the world.
A precise formulation of this question, which a Marxist cannot avoid, would at once have undermined nine-tenths of Rosa Luxemburg's arguments. This is not the first time national movements have arisen in Russia, nor are they peculiar to that country alone. Throughout the worid, the period of the final victory of capitalism over feudalism has been linked up wifihr national movements. The economic ibasis of these movements is the fact that in order to achieve complete victory for commodity production the bourgeoisie must capture the home market, must have politically united territories with a population speaking the Isame language, and all obstacles to the development of this language and to its consolidation in literature must be removed. Language is the most important means of human intercourse. Unity of language